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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/943,141 



Examiner 

Tarifur R Chowdhury 



Applicant(s) 

NISHIMURAETAL 



Art Unit 

2871 



Period for RepT'''"'' °' ""^^"-^ °" ^ ^^^^ ^>th the correspondence address ~ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH^S^ FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION " ^^^^ 

■ a^atS^^^^^^^^ lnnoeven,,however,n,ava.p,.e.i.e,v«,ed 

Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will bv statute causlih^^^^ ^ ' ^ nlV,?,^?^ "'^ ""^"'"9 "^'^ °' '^''^ communication. 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the ma g dite of Kmmu„ clti^ ^- § ^^^'^ 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704fb) communicauon, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 August 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

Hoffn application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
Disposition of Claimr ' ' '^^^ 0^213 ' 

4) E| Claim(s) ^38 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 1.2 and 32-38 is/are allowed. 

6) |E1 Claim(s) 3-5. 6/1. 6/3. 6/4 R/f^ »nH T.m ic/or^ ^^j^^trrj 

7) n Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
WM The drawing(s) filed on 31 August 2001 is/are: a)S accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)ISlAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2fa)) ^ 

See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 
i ^xr-i!! r ^^f °^ tl^e foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) >ix PI . . • ^ 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson-s Patent Dra^.• g Review (PTO-948) 5 H Lt^^^ f J"^™^ (^^0-413) Paper No(s). . 

3) □ .r,forma«cn Disdosure State.er,t(s) (P^O-1449) Paper Nojs) . 6) □ Othe^ ^"'^'^''^ 
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Art Unit: 2871 

DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(aHd), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The Information disclosure statement filed on 08/31/01 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(1 ), which requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office. It has been placed in the application file, but 
the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Even though applicant has a separate paper listing the patents, publications or 
other information, applicant failed to prepare the form properly such as showing the 
publication date, a box for examiner's initial and signature etc. Therefore, even though 
the list of references was considered, the examiner was unable to provide a initialed 
copy to the applicant. 

Specification 

3. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctiv 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. ^ 

6. Claims 3-5, 6/1,6/3, 6/4, 6/5 and 7-9, 11. 12. 14. 15. 19, 21-23 and 25-31 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claim 3, line 26, applicant recites, "Equation 3 and SB denotes Equation 4". 
However, equations 1 and 2 are not mentioned previously in the claim and thus 
the claim is vague and indefinite. 

In claim 4, lines 28-29, applicant recites, "Equation 5 and SB denotes Equation 6 
". However, equations 1-4 are not mentioned previously in the claim and thus the 
claim is vague and indefinite. 

In claim 5, lines 28-29, applicant recites, "Equation 7 and SB denotes Equation 
8". However, equations 1-6 are not mentioned previously in the claim and thus 
the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the first alignment film" in line 26. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6/1 , 6/3, 6/4 and 6/5 recites the limitation "the first alignment film" in line 8. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "the gate insulating film" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 9 recites the limitations "the first insulating film", "the gate insulating film" 
and "the second insulating film" in lines 3. 4 and 5 respectively. There are insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. Further, claim 9 introduces a third 
insulating film and since claim 9 depends from claim 7 and claim 7 does not recite first 
and second insulating film, the claim 9 is vague and indefinite. It appears that claim 9 
should depend on claim 8 instead of claim 7. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitations "the first insulating film", "the gate insulating film" 
and "the second insulating film" in lines 3, 4 and 5 respectively. There are insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitations "the first insulating film", "the gate insulating film" 
and "the second insulating film" in lines 3. 4 and 5 respectively. There are insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 14 recites the limitations "the first insulating film", "the gate insulating film", 
"the second insulating film" and "the third insulating film" in lines 3, 4, 5 and 7 
respectively. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "the pattern" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "the pattern" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In claim 21. in lines 3-4. applicant introduces a fourth insulating film without 
introducing a first, second and a third insulating film that makes the claim very confusing 
and thus the claim is vague and indefinite. 
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Claim 22 recite the limitations "the second insulating film" and "the surface 
protecting film" in lines 2 and 3 respectively. There are insufficient antecedent basis for 
these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 23 recite the limitations "the third insulating film" and "the fourth insulating 
film" in lines 2 and 3 respectively. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. Further, claim 23 depends from claim 7 and claim 7 does not 
introduce first and second insulating films and thus introducing third and fourth 
insulating films without introducing first and second insulating films makes the claim 
very confusing and thus vague and indefinite. 

In claim 25, applicant introduces a third insulating film without introducing a first 
and second insulating film in any of the previous claims that claim 25 depends from. 
Therefore, claim 25 is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 26 recite the limitations "the first insulating film", "the gate insulating film", 
"the second insulating film", the surface protecting film", the pattern" and "the third 
insulating film" in lines 2, 3, 4, 4-5, 8 and 8-9 respectively. There are insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 27 recites the limitation "the third insulating film" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Further, in claim 27, the third 
insulating film is introduced without introducing a first and a second insulating film. 
Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 28 recites the limitation "the third insulating film" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Further, in claim 27, the third 
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insulating film is introduced without introducing a first and a second insulating film. 
Therefore, the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim 29 recite the limitations "the coating type" and "the fourth insulating film" 
lines 2 and 3 respectively. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations 
the claim. Further, in claim 29, the third insulating film was introduced without 
introducing a first, second and a third insulating film. Therefore, the claim is vague and 
indefinite. 

In claims 30 and 31, applicant is introducing a fifth insulating film without 
introducing a first, second, third and a fourth insulating films. Therefore, the claim is 
vague and indefinite. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 1 , 2 and 32-38 are allowed. 

Claim 3-5 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Claims 6/1,6/3, 6/4, 6/5 and 7-9, 11, 12, 14. 15, 19, 21-23 and 25-31 would be 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112. second 
paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tarifur R Chowdhury whose telephone number is (703) 
308-41 15. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:30-5:00) Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L Sikes can be reached on (703) 305-4842. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
746-7005 for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
1782. 





T. Chowdhury 
Patent Exami 
Technology Center 2800 

TRC 

March 1 , 2003 



